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ra. mum date of «. «»-»**. w - <*» •»*» »"* *• — «»»*~ «**•» " 

^ SHORTED STATUTORY PER,00 FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE MONTH(S) FROM 



mailing date of this communication. mjnimun1 of thirtv (30 ) days will be consklered t«neV- 

. H the period for reply specified above . less then thrty m> ^J^TT and wi „ eX p ir e SIX (61 MONTHS from the mailing date of tfcs communication. 
. „ NO pertod for reply is specified above, the app. Jon to become ABANDONED (36 U.S.C. 5 1331. 

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b|. 

Status 

1 ) K Responsive to communication(s) filed on Mar 5 f 2002 



2a)K This action is FINAL. »)□ This action is non-final. 

3)D Since this application is in condition for a.iowance except for ^^^^n* ^ ™ " 
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 

Disposition of Claims 



4)53 riflirt«) 17-19. 21-25. and 33-45 



4a) Of the above, claim(s) 
5)D Ciaim(s) . 



6) 53 f 7 -^- 21 ' 25 - and 33-45 

7) 0 Claim (s) 

8) D Claims 



is/are pending in the application, 
is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

is/are allowed. 

is/are rejected. 

is/are objected to. 



are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 



Application Papers 
9)D The specification is objected to by the Examiner 



1 0)D The drawing(s) filed on 



is/are a) □ accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 



1 1 )□ The proposed drawing correction filed on . — '=>• 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

1 2) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

13) D Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign pr.ority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a) (d) If). 
a)D All b)D Some* c)D None of: 

1 □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2 □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 

3 □ Copies of the certified copies of the , priority ^J^^^f 8 ^ Nati ° na ' ^ 

aDDlication from the International Bureau (PCT Rule i /./(ail. 

•See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) B Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e). 
.)□ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

1B)D Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 

"'If.^es.ed,^, .□inte.iewS^^S.PaperNo.s, 

_ tat r\.QAQ\ 5) PI Notice of Informal Patent Application (PT 0-1 52) 

2) □ Notice of Drattsperson's Patent Draw.ng feview (PT0-948) &> U 

3) 63 information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTQ- 1449) Paper No(s). _g_ 8> □ Other: 
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1. Claims 17-19, 21-25, and 33-45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

The use of the language, "at least about" and "no more than about", renders the claims 
indefinite, because it is unclear to what extent the values are definitively limited by "at least" and 
"no more than", when coupled with "about", since "about" modifies a value to extend beyond the 
numerically recited value. 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use 
or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the claims 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various claims was 
commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any evidence to 
the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor 
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and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later invention was 
made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 
U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

3. Claims 17, 18, 21-25, and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
WO 96/22182. 

The reference discloses reaction injection molded polyureas which contains jojoba oil in 
the instantly claimed amounts. Since the reference discloses compositions which are derived from 
components and amounts which meet the claims, the position is taken that one would logically 
expect the compositions to inherently meet the anti-blistering characteristics of the instant 
compositions. 

4. Applicants argument that the instant claims utilize amounts of jojoba oil which are clearly 
outside the preferred ranges of WO 96/22182 is without merit. The range within the reference, 
cited by applicants, is based on the weight of the internal mold release composition. This basis is 
not equivalent to the basis utilized by applicants within their claims; applicants' basis is essentially 
the weight of the A-side of the composition. Therefore, when one calculates the content of jojoba 
oil within the examples of the reference, based on the weight of the A-side, the content of jojoba 
oil is 1 .53 % by weight. This value fully meets applicants' claimed value. 

5. Claims 19, 33, 34, and 36-45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over WO 96/22182 in view of Barron et al. ('681). 
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As aforementioned within paragraphs 3 and 4, the primary reference discloses polyurea 
compositions containing jojoba oil in amounts which applicants claim. 

6. However, the primary reference fails to specifically recite the production of automobile 
parts and the addition of polyepoxide to the polyureas. With respect to the former difference, 
Barron et al. disclose that automobile parts are fabricated from polyurea RIM compositions. See 
column 1, lines 24-26. The use of RIM methods to produce automobile components was, in fact, 
conventional at the time of invention. Therefore, it would have been obvious to produce 
automobile parts utilizing the RIM method of WO 96/22182. With respect to the latter 
difference, the addition of polyepoxide to polyurea compositions, suitable for use in RIM 
methods, was known at the time of invention as an effective means for decreasing the formation 
of blisters resulting from exposure to moisture and elevated temperatures. This position is fully 
supported by the teachings of Barron et al. Therefore, it would have been obvious to incorporate 
polyepoxide into the compositions of the primary reference for the art recognized function of 
decreasing blistering within polyureas. 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office 
action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is 
reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
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the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 
1 . 1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, 
will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final 
action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to R. Sergent at telephone 
number (703) 308-2982. 




PRIMARY EXAMINER 
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June 1,2002 



